





倶進会、および United Board for Christian Higher Education in Asia （UBCHEA）の後援
のもと「アジアにおける人間の安全保障とジェンダー」というテーマで 2004年秋から 3
回にわたり国際ワークショップを開催してきたが、今回はその総括としてのワークショッ












厳選した結果、海外からは Carolyn I. Sobritchea、湯歴姫（Irene L. K. Tong）、Chutima 
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International Workshop 2007:
Human Security and Gender in Asia 
- A Roundup: Looking Back/ Looking into Our Future
Friday June 22 - Saturday June 23, 2007
Since 2004, the ICU Centre for Gender Studies (CGS) and the 21st Century COE 
Program  have co-hosted three international workshops on “Human Security and 
Gender in Asia,” with the support of UBCHEA (United Board for Christian Higher 
Education in Asia) and Gushinkai. Last June, we held a two-day workshop to bring 
together the achievements of the previous workshops and to explore the future role 
and directions of CGS-based gender studies and educational practices in Asia. 
The previous workshops had followed a format laid out by CGS member Nana Onishi 
who organised the first of the series -- each workshop consisted of presentations by 
Asian researchers on topics such as the social status of women and the present state of 
gender, women’s studies, and education in their respective countries, followed by panel 
discussions on speciﬁc topics. However, for this ﬁnal workshop, we proposed a diﬀerent 
format for the purpose of wrapping up the series. 
This time we opted for a small, invitation-only program in order to focus on 
furthering debates from where they were left off at the previous workshops. The 
selected participants were those who had taken part in the previous sessions and 
whom we felt were capable of seeing beyond the constraints of their own national 
concerns or research ﬁelds, and engaging in wider, theoretical discussion. In total, nine 
guests were invited; Carolyn I. Sobritchea, Irene L. K. Tong, Chutima Pragatwutisam, 
Lee Hyangjin, Fu Daiwie and Bahiya Binti Abdul Hamid from overseas, and Kozue 
Akibayashi, Megumi Kitahara, and Shin Narita from Japan. In addition, Kazuko Tanaka, 
Jacqueline H. Wasilewski, Natsumi Ikoma, Etsuko Kato, Jean-Pierre Bésiat and Yumiko 
Mikanagi (co-ordinator) participated from CGS (names are ordered as they appear in 
the program; titles are omitted).  The ﬁrst day was organized in three separate sessions 
- social science, humanities, and natural science. The presenters reread their papers 
from previous workshops to re-examine and report on their respective ﬁelds from the 
common perspectives of the workshop series, that is, Asia, gender, and human security. 
The second day was devoted to the free exchange of opinions on future directions 
for gender studies in Asia. It began with a two-hour morning session focusing on 
ICU 21世紀 COEシリーズ　第 7 巻
（全 9巻，2008年 4月  完結予定）
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“Colonialism and Gender in Asia,” followed by a two-hour afternoon session reserved 
for open discussion on topics proposed by the participants. The following is a brief 
summary of the proceedings. 
For the first session on day 1, reports were presented by Sobritchea, Tang, and 
Akibayashi to assess the achievements of the first workshop, “Human Security and 
Gender in Asia: Social Science Perspectives.” Sobritchea detailed the remarkable 
progress of gender studies in the Philippines, Tang summarized recent movements 
in Asia as a basis for to propose further research on the meaning of “citizens” in Asia 
and the role of “state feminists” in establishing national administrative policy, and 
Akibayashi, as a specialist in Okinawan gender issues, proposed a paradigmatic shift 
to the question of “whose security?”　In the next session, we looked back on the 
second workshop, “Human Security and Gender in Asia: Humanities Perspectives.” 
Following Ikoma’s detailed summary and introduction, Pragatwutisarm pointed out 
the importance of recognizing aspects such as age, sexuality, ethnicity, and masculinity 
that have been rendered invisible with the foregrounding of women and femininity. 
Lee focused on the diﬃculty and the potential of creating a collective “Asian” identity. 
In the ﬁnal session to summarize the third workshop “Human Security and Gender in 
Asia: Natural Science Perspectives,” Kato asserted the cultural and social construction 
of “natural science,” while Fu explained how medical technology has more of an eﬀect 
on women than on omen, in terms of severing the mind or heart from the body. Narita 
reported on the inﬂux of immigrants and the changing maternity culture associated wit 
it, to stress the necessity of sharing gender awareness with midwives. Lastly, Binti Abdul 
Hamid discussed the necessity of introducing ideas unique to Asia, such as Fitrah, the 
Malaysian system of mutually complementary relationships.
 The morning session of day 2, featured a round-table discussion on “Colonialism 
and Gender in Asia” with Bésiat as chair. Specific topics on colonialism were first 
introduced -- Bésiat spoke about his experience of self-discovery as a “colonialist” in 
Algeria, and Fu reviewed the Japanese occupation of Taiwan during the Second World 
War and Taiwanese attitudes towards it. Kato then introduced a broader framework in 
terms of the “Colonialism of the mind.” This highlighted the diversity and ambivalence 
of “colonialism” as a perspective from which to discuss gender in Asia. Avoiding the 
constraints of a strict deﬁnition also enabled the ﬂood of diverse, constructive debates 
that followed. While it did not give rise to any conclusive agreements, the passionate 
debates by all participants was firm testimony to the centrality of this issue in 
discussions of gender in Asia.
Originally, there was no set agenda for the ﬁnal session, in order to introduce themes 
based on the proposals from the participants. Due to the range and diversity of the 
proposals, however, we decided not to limit our discussion on one topic, but instead 
to continue free discussion with Tanaka as chair. Ramli from Malaysia (an observer) 
proposed a plan for a conference on the theme of colonialization of the mind and 
Pragatwutisarn proposed “bodily beauty” as an important topic to consider. Ikoma then 
referred to a new Westernized aesthetic standard developing in Japan today. Tang and 
Hassan Basri (an observer) pointed to the importance of considering the existence of a 
power structure which is involved in the process of deﬁning and re-deﬁning aesthetic 
ideals. The existence and exercise of a power structure have a direct relation to both 
past and present colonialism; as such, it is undoubtedly an issue to be pursued in 
future research. At the end of this session, Ramili and Kato proposed that in discussing 
“human security,” words such as “安心 ” (anshin, relief) or Malayan “selamat/keselamatan” 
(comfort/health) may be more appropriate than “peace”, which is inseparable from the 
notion of “state.”
Regrettably, it is not possible to record all the important topics raised during this 
workshop here, but I will highlight the following three points of importance. Firstly, the 
importance of incorporating a religious perspective in thinking about gender in Asia 
was repeatedly pointed out in previous workshops and again on this occasion by Tang in 
her presentation.  The growing inﬂuence of religion, especially Islamic fundamentalism, 
is becoming an issue of global importance one cannot ignore anywhere in the world 
today -- Asia is no exception as many participants have pointed out, but we were unable 
to cover this topic fully. The second issue is the problems involved in the use of English, 
a Western language, as a medium for the discussion gender in Asian. This surfaced on 
the second day of the workshop; when Kato proposed the adoption of “安心 ”　(anshin) 
instead of “ 安 全 ” (anzen) and other participants who share the common culture of 
Chinese characters were able to suggest similar words such as “安寧 ” (an’nei) and “安
楽 ” (anraku). We must continue to critically evaluate this communication problem, of 
using English, a filter of Western culture, in discussing Asia from Asian perspectives. 
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The last and most important point had already been voiced by Kato following the 
third workshop; the meaning and problem of distinguish “Asia” or “Asian” (Gender 
and sexuality, 2: 60, 2006). In this workshop, Lee, Tanaka and other participants again 
engaged in the implications of discussing “Asian” gender with an “Asian” awarenesss. 
Again, we were unable to fully develop the debate at this workshop, but it is certainly 
an issue which we will continue to face as long as CGS functions as a centre for gender 
dialogues with Asia in view. To conclude this brief report, I wish to reiterate an opinion 
repeatedly expressed by Wasilewski, that we should neither neglect nor forget an 
inclusive viewpoint in discussions of gender in Asia.
　　　
Yumiko MIKANAGI
Coordinator, 4th International Workshop, 2007
¹It had not been long since the last workshop in Autumn 2006 and this workshop owes 
its success to the support of many people. I would like to express my deep gratitude to 
all those who made this workshop possible, especially the assistants and student staﬀ 
members at CGS lead by Yuko Inoue and Takako Niwa who played a crucial role from the 
initial stages of preparation. I also wish to thank the CGS members, especially director 
Kazuko Tanaka and the organizing committee members Jean-Pierre Bésiat, Natsumi 
Ikoma, Etsuko Kato, and Jacqueline H. Wasilewski.
²Megumi Kitahara was unable to attend for health reasons. Screening the previous 
participants for this session was a diﬃcult process as they were all renowned scholars 
or experts in their respective ﬁelds. While it was in principle an invitation-only event, 
exceptions were made to admit some observers, including Fuziah Kartini Binti Hassan 
Basri, Rashila Ramli, and Qian Huanqi. I wish to thank all those who attended this series 
of four workshops for their participation and contribution. 
³Anya Benson who served as a secretary also pointed to its importance afterwards.
